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he missed,, or what ties he was forming with men hardly known
to the general public and not regarded as coming men even in
their own parties,, ties that might one day serve to hold a govern-
ment or even a new party together. By 1930 Kurt von Schleicher
was also a very worried man. Now that he has become a figure
of controversy obscured by alternate deluges of laudation and
denunciation, it is not easy to disentangle the truth of him from
a long process of caricature. But of his general position there is
little doubt. He had very definite views on politics. He wanted
"strong" government by which, like everyone else who uses the
phrase, he meant a government which shared his own views and
would act determinedly in spite of opposition in carrying them
out. To him the end of the political struggle viewed as a whole
must be the restoration of Germany, not to a position of legal
equality, but to her old position of power. The means were in-
different—only the end mattered. As a soldier he thought in
terms of war; as a political soldier he thought in terms of national
unity; and as an apostle of unity he thought in terms of authori-
tarian leadership. As a Prussian nobleman he felt indeed that
the Prussian aristocracy was the obvious leader, but he had had
certain experiences with its representatives since 1919 which had
made him anything but bigoted. He was ready to accept almost
any leadership provided it was strong and shared his views; and,
after all, there was no historical reason why Social Democracy
might not throw up leaders of the same excellent views as, but
of greater strength and character than, those of 1919.
To him as a responsible official of the Ministry of Defence
the test of leadership was very simple: would it make Germany
capable in all senses of not losing the next war? A "strong"
government meant a "strong" Germany, a government which
would be capable again of realizing the idea of the nation in
arms.* Seeckt, an intellectual soldier, had been able to rid his
thought from the bondage of the idea of strength as mass; he
had passed from the negative acceptance of the small army
* The "nation in arms" no longer means the nation in uniform; it is a
conception compatible with a small army, so long as the nation is so solidly
behind the army that the civilian feels himself and is willing to be treated as
a soldier.

